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CHAPTER OR SECTION 


XI Sec.322 
— 7/307Th 


DATE CLOSED 


Gpiecn XK Ives “ 


THE BOHA < CORPORATION 


I.D. 11-0550780 


ADORESS OF BANKAVPT/DEBTC DATE DISCHARGED 


PETITION ‘OA 
pismissap?l 


O ves 
NAME OF DISTRICT JUDGE 
* 


48-25 Metropolitan Ave 
C. ALBERT PARENTE 


NAMES AND ADOMESSES FT UMBERG, SINGER, ROSS,GOTTESMAN & GORDON(682-7700) 
2hs5 Park Ave,N.Y.,N.¥.10017 & J. STANLEY SHAW (838-7122) 


ee a the ms di £ sscaaes 
7/30/74 


? 


Debtor's Petition, List of Creditors, Affidavit pursuant 
to Rule XI-2, Corporate Resolution filed and 5 air 

to : Bankruptcy Judge C. Albert Parente-7/30/74). 1) 
7/30/74 | Copies mailed to S.E.C. , S.T. & D.I.R. 

Original and copy sent to Judge C. Albert Parente. 


Appeal to District Court from order of Parente, B.J., deted 
Sept. 30 .1974 denying notion for at order under B.R. 922 & 
FRC © and B.R; 97% and FRCP granting applicebt a nev 
trial and Order dated Sevt. 39, 1974 desingnating credi- 
torg committee ond standby try tee etc. filed. 
ASSIGNED TO: MiSHLER, CH.J. *° (2) 


11/14/74 


FORM BK 74 UNITED vo 7 COU 4 CHECK THIS @OX IF FILING FEES WERE 
ocr. 1973 PAID IN FULL AT THE TIME OF FILING 
, BANKRUPTCY DOCKED yon Gontar woes 


( | YA7/Th 


\3720/74 


| fs 


| Aer 
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! : 
Appellant s Brief filed. (overt P. Haraog, Eeq. fey.for 
appellente) | - (+) 
By Mishler, Ch.d.-Orcics Flled etipulating that the heoring 


on appeal from decistonr and order of Parente,3.J3., detec 
Sept. 4, 1974 and Sept. 30, 1974 be adj. from 12/20/71 
to Jan. 17, 1975 at 2:00 P.M. Appellees to serve and file 
vriefe on or before 1/6/75 end appellant on or before 


1/16/75. 


Answer of Alfred I. Gold filed by Berger & Tischler, 
Attorneys for Alfred I. Gold. (5 


Certified copy of of order of Bankruptcy Judge ©. Albert 
Parente filed directing that Plaintiff recover of defend- 
ant the sum of $3,111.25 with lawful interest and Costs 
to be puted, etc. Oy penn CORPORATION PLTFF. = 
OMEGA : RTS LTD., DEFT. anele deere. ns 

t Asti dew from y nancte 5 (6y 


By Dooling,J.- Order to show cause filed returnable Jan. 
17, 1975 at 2:00 P.M. why an order should mot be made and 
entered dismissing the appellant's appeal from ordere on 
the ground thet euch appeal was brought without autharity 
from D-Cpn Ind. the appellent, & thus improperly instituted 
by the attorney for D-Con Inc.,etc. ' (7) 


By Mishler, Ch. J. Order filed for issuance of subpoena 
and examination of Carolyn Andrews and D. LOI & SONS, INC., 
by its Vice President, Andrew Manca, before Hon. Jacob 
Mishler, Chief Judge of this Court, in Courtroom 5 of the 
U.S.Courthouse, 225 Cadman Plaza East, Brooklyn, New York,. 
on January 17, 1975, at 2:00 o'clofk in the afternoon to 
give testimony with respect to the assignment of the 

claim of D. Loi & Sons, Inc., etc. 


Notice of Cross-Motion filed returnable Jan.17, 1975 at 2:00 
P.M. why an order ehould not be made denying the application 
of creditors committee, dated 1/10/75 etc. (8) 


By Mishler, Ch. J. - Order to show cause filed why a 
certain subpoena dated Jan. 14, 1975 served on applicant, 
Carolyn Andrews, should not be quashed, etc. and that 
service be made on or before-Jan. 16, 1975, at 1:00 
dtipck in the afternoon, etc. (9) 


Brief of Appellee, Creditors' Committee filed by Finkel, 
Nadler & Goldstein and Otterbourg, Steindler,Houston & 
Rosen, P.C. (10) 


Brief of Appellee, Creditors' Committee in Support of 
Motion to Dismiss Appeal of The D-Con Company, I”:~. and in 
Opposition to Substitution of, or interventio: by, 

Carolyn Andrews 4s Appellant filed by Finkel, Nadler & 
Goldstein, Attys., et al ; (11) 


Affidavit of Martin I. Shelton, member of the firm of 
Shea Gould Climenko Kramer & Casey, Attorneys for 
nerve ie Hanover Trust Company and Security 


National Bank, in opposition to the"Cross-Motion"of 


Carolyn Andrews, etc. grantin 
substituted in place of the re ae oe i (22) 


On Omn 


’ 
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at Loe parror 
ire OS TS RATION ? Th -R-022 
wy att | * J tne ete eee 
MISh , s COCKET NUMBER : 
peice paket 1822S e ie PS ace ee ee a Ee ET a ATES ME A TE METRES SER ne 
_ Bare wen Sz 8 7 rey an PROCEEDINGS A D.: se - ; 
1/1755 Before Mirhler,Cn.J.-<ilearing on the enpeal fron the dee 
: elsionr & wvderse of Hon. C.A. Perente, U.S. Kankrupte: 


Cudge, dated Seps. 3, 197! & Sept. 30, 197" be adjourned 
from Dec. 20, 197! to Jean. 17, 1975. , Car7 callec. iear- 
ing held & concluded. Becirion rererved. 


1/17/75 {| Before Mishler, Cr..7.-. Hearing for the taking of ter timon: 
of Carolyn Andrevs & D.Loi & Sonr,Inc. by ite V.P. Andrew 
Manea,etc. with reference to the arsignment, of claim of 
, i. LoL & Sone,Inc. ete. Care called. Hearing held. 
| Cerotyn Ancévevs cuorn to testify in the hearing exeminatior 

by Mr. Duberstein. Hearing concluded. Decision rererved. 
1/17/75 | Before Mishier, Ch. J. - Bankruptcy hearing why an order | 

should nat ve made dismissing Appellant's Appeal,etc. 

Case Called - Motion Argued = Decigion reserved. 


1/17/75 | Before Mishler, Ch. J. - Notice of Cross-Motion why an 
ay order should not be made denying the application of the 
Creditors Committee of the Bohack Corp., dated Jan. 10, 
1975, etc. Case Called - Motion argued to quash subpoena 
dated 1/14/75 is denied. Decision reserved on Cross- 
Motion. 


1/23/75 |Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., that The Bohack 
; gt # recover of Metropolitan Armored Corrp., the se of — 
,062.29 etc. filed. (13) 
Copy of Schedules received and filed. 

Listing of employees- 2. ledgers.) 
Listing of all vendors for accounts payable) 

Listing of accounts payable voucheé by vendor) (14) 
(Statement of Affairs} 


Ci hialiahal 1/28/75 


By Mishler,CH.J.- Memorandum of Decision and order filed. 
Forthe reasons stated the Court finds Ms. Andrews' inter- 
est insufficient to permit her to intervene as appellant. 
FRCP 24. The appeal of D-Con is dismissed and the motion 
fo” substitution and intervention are denied and it is 
SO ORDERED. (15 


By Parente.,B.J.- Order filed that The Bohack Corp. recover 
of R.N.H. Management Co.,Inc. the sum of $19,353.04 and 
Clerk of Court is directed to docket this judgment. (16) 


2/7/75 Certified copy of order of Parente,B.J.,dated 1/6/75 that 
laintiff recover of defendant Herbert Woods the sum of 
1,125.00,etc. (17) 


1/29/75 


2/3/75 


2/7/75 Certified copy of Bankruptcy Judge's order dated Feb. 6, 1: 
1975 filed that. the plaintiff, The Bohack Corporation, 
recover of the Defendant, Wordsworth Books, Inc., the 
sum of $5,652.64. (18) 

; peuns ieee 74-€ ; CRT Oe wa, Ba UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
. COPT, tte ‘ 


hi ; BANKRUPTCY DOCKET—CONTINUATION 
rf we 


‘ea 


PROCEEDINGS 


: se + <- ee 


aoe eee ee = ae —-——— 


2/18/75 (|Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., dated 1/6/75 
. that Bohack Corp. recover of defendant, John FALCONE and 
OHNMART APPLIANCES the sum of $2,248.79,etc. filed. 


2/18/75 .. |Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., dated (19) - 
1/6/75 that Bohack Corp. recover of defendant Ernest 
Tripp the sum of $1,140.49, etc. filed. : (20) 


2/26/75 + Notice of Appeal filed. (Carolyn Andrews appeals from 
decision of Judge Mishler dated 1/29/75) (Notified U.S. 


‘ Court of Appeals,Judge Parente,Shea,Gouid, (21) 

” Climenko & Kramer, Esqs., Blumberg,Singer,Ross,Gottesman 
| s & Gordon,Esqs., Finkel & Nadler & Goldstein,Esqs., 

Bo Otterbourg,Steindler,Houston & Rosen, Esqs., and 


Ms.Carolyn Andrews) 24. 


3/5/75 C.C. of order of Parente,B.J.,dated 1/6/75 that Boheek 

y bradg recover of defendant. JOHN FALCONE the am of $2248.79 

rt etc. filed. (22) 

3/13/75 we Notice of Appeal filed from the order of Parente,B.J.date 
eb. 20, 1975(by THE BOHACK CORP. ) (23) 

‘ ASSIGNED TOs bb thay 9 ee 4 


UNPLAT ae } 
Cth Oe Beever el ie! Fe 


% 
‘ 


*3/21/75 \% Before Misnler,J.-Argument on the appeal from the order 
F f of Bank.J. C. Albert Parente, dated Feb. 20, 1975,etc. 
| | | Hearing ajd. to 4/18/75 at 2:00 P.M. : 
| : - 
3427/75 Appellant's brief filed.(J. Stanley Shaw, Esq. ) (24) 
| 3/31/75 ert. copy of order of U.S.C.C.A. filed that the appeal 
| a rom the order of U.S.D.C. for the E.D.N.Y. is dismissed — 


(Carolyn Andre«:, Appellant. )/ ? 


CO fas Y een 4 cA , iF in» + at 2 
eee : gchamiriids f- i, 
_|Stenographer's Minutes dated 4/18/75 re: severance pay, 
ijJetc. filed. 26 

y Mishler,CH.J.- Memorandum of decision filed re: appeal 
from the order by Parente,B.J.,dated 2/20/75 in favor of 
Gen.Warehousemen's Union,Local #@52,etc. directing debtor 
to pay the sum of $43,526.49 as an expense of administra- 
tion. The order is affirmed. (27) 


| 4/21/75 


| 4/18/75 efore Mishler, Ch. J. - Case Called - Argument held on 
¢ he Appeal from the Order of Bankruptcy Judge C. Albert 
arente dated 2/20/75. Decision reserved. 
Re: Severence pay accrued in sum of $43,526.49, etc)By 


ishler, Ch. J. - Letter to Shaw & Levine, Attorneys, in 
reply to letter of April 22, 1975, etc. "A formal 
stipulation may be entered into agreeing that the decisio 
is binding as to all the warehousemen similarly situated. 
I will thereupon incorporate the stipulation in a footnot 
to the order already made. It can then be presented to 


| he 
4 /28/75 


-_. ...__lthe Court of Appeals in that. form", filed. (#28 
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AW-5 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION ___T4-B-933 


DOCKET NUMBER 


ae. Se oe SER IES Sieg EDT 
5/21/75 Notice of Appeal filed from the order affirming an order 
of the Hon. C.Albert Parente, Bank.J., entered in this 
action by Judge Mishler on April 21, 1975. (Appeal of 
General Warehousemen's Union,Local #852,etc. 159 ies 

29) 


sent to U.S.C.C.A. and Bank.J.Parente) Z#- 


EE EEE — Seow pee + <eeenaees = oe 


5/21/75 Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., dated 5/15/75 
that plaintiff recover of defendant Edward Gelb 


$57,978.66. (#30) 


5/28/75 By Mishler, Ch.J. - (Insert to be added to original 
Memorandum of Decision dated April 21, 1975) By | 
stipulation dated April 29, 1975, the parties agree that 
the final determination in this proceeding shall bind all 
members of the Union similarly situated, and in the 
event the Union prevails the total amount due the class 

| from the debtor in possession is in the sum of 

$607,511.60 filed.(see entry #27) (278A) ' 


| 5/30/75 Notice of Appeal to District Court (by Mott's Shop-Rite 
of Derby,@nc.) from order of Parente,B.J. dated April 
15, 1975. Previously assigned to MISHLER, CH.J. (31) 


6/13/75 By Mishler, Ch. J. - Order filed extending time td file 
Briefs on Appeal(Mott's Shop-Rite of Derby,Inc.) is as 
follows:- (1) Time for the Appellant to serve and file 
its brief is extended:to July 15, 1975 (2) Time for the 
Appellee to serve and file its brief is extended to July 
30, 1975 (3) Time for appellant to serve and file a reply 
brief is extended to August 4, 1975. (32 


7/23/75 | By MisHer,CH.J.- Order to show cause filed why a prelim- 
inary injunction should not be stayed and suspended dur- 
ing the pendency of an appeal,etc. (re: Truek Dri vers 
Union,Loca1807)Returnable 8/1/75 at 11:00 A.M. (33) 


7/24/75 By Mishler,CH.J.- brder filed that the BOHACK CORPORATION 
defendant-appellant be permitted to file its Notice of 
Appeal nunc pro tunc as of May 22, 1975. (34) | 


7/29/75 Original Papers on Appeal consisting of docket esheets 
A-E and papers 1-15 sent to Clerk,U.S.C.C.A. togethet 
with Index in triplicate. ‘ 


/1B/75 Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., dated 1/6/75 
that Bohack Corp. recover of defendant, John FALCONE and 
OHNMART APPLIANCES the sum of $2,248.79,etc. filed. 


/8/75 Certified copy of order of Parente, B.J., dated (19) 
1/6/75 that Bohack Corp. recover of defendant Ernest 
S Tripp.the sum of $1,140.49,. etc. filed. (20) 


26/475 + Notice of Appeal filed. (Carolyn Andrews appeals from 
ty! decision of Judge Mishler dated 1/29/75) (Notified U.S. 
SG Ne: Court of Appeals,Judge Parente,Shea,Gould, . (21 
Soi Climenko & Kramer, Esqs., Blumberg,Singer,Ross,Gottesman 
ey’ & Gordon,Esqs., Finkel & Nadler & Goldstein, Esqs., 
so Otterbourg,Steindler,Houston & Rosen, Esqs., and 
Te, Ms.Carolyn Andrews) 24+. 


5/75 C.C. of order of Parente,B.J.,dated 1/6/75 that Boheek 
M |Corp recover of defendant. JOHN FALCONE ths aim of $2248.7 
jetc. filed. (22) 


‘13/75 x otice of Appeal filed from the order of Parente,B.J.date 
“ers ed. 20, 1975(by THE BOHACK CORP.) (23) 

: "| ASSIGNED TO: wien syg eee 4 

edit odes |. 

4i Before Mishler,J.-Argument on the appeal from the order 
of Bank.J. C. Albert Parente, dated Feb. 20, 1975,etc. 
Hearing ajd. to 4/18/75 at 2:00 P.M. 


Appellant's Brief filed.(J. Stanley Shaw,Esq.) (24) 


_\Cert. copy of order of U.S.C.C.A. filed that the appeal 
rom the order of U.S.D.C. for the E.D.N.Y. is dismissed 
: a pe a Sey ae 
(Carolyn Andrews, Appellant. )/rryaet& farnsie,- ho bl 
|Stenographer's Minutes dated 4/18/75 re: severdnce pay, 
etc. filed. (264 
y Mishler,CH.J.- Memorandum of decision filed re: appeal 
from the order by Parente,B.J.,dated 2/20/75 in favor of 
Gen.Warehousemen's Union,Local ##@52,etc. directing debtor 
to pay the sum of. $43,526.49 as an expense of administra-|; 
tion. The order is affirmed. %.. (27) 
efore Mishler, Cn. J. - Case Called - Argument held on 
he Appeal from the Order of Bankruptcy Judge C. Albert 
arente dated 2/20/75. Decision reserved. 


Re: Severence pay accrued in sum of $43,526.49,etc)B; 
ishler, Ch. J. - Letter to Shaw & Levine, Attorneys, 
reply to letter of April 22, 1975, etc. "A formal 
stipulation may be entered into agreeing that the decisi 
is binding as- to all the warehousemen similarly situated. 
I will thereupon incorporate the stipulation in a footnot 
to the order already made. It can then be presented to 
Court of Appeals in that form", filed. 
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ALLE VESPRIC? Ooter 
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OTEICT OF ESS rors 


pyre 
ee Xa 


ah aha eagles a aa te dee c/a -~y 
In the Riatter 
~of~ 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION , 
Debtor, 
ER a ie ahi cain shales lg as “== = of 


| GENBRAZ, WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 


, LOCAL #852, AFFILIATED WITH THE 


' INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
TEAMSTERS , CHAUPFEURS , WAREHOUSEMEN 


| AND HELPERS OP AMERICA, as 
agent, 
Plaigtifr, 
~egainst- 


apon SIEGEL, SOMMERE « 


! wew York 10001, a motion or 


, January 28 


the BOHACK CORPORATION, 


Defendant=-Dabtor. 


CS 2S a ie eee ee ee eee ee ae a anlage 


' To tne above-named Defendant: 


You ere 


‘which is herewith served upon you, 


, 1975, 


after. 
taken against you for 


You are 


Proceediag 


If you fail to do 80, judgment by default 


the relief g 


in Proceedings for 
Aa Avrange@niant 
NO. 74 B 933 


SUMMONS AND NOTICE 


tN@erehy summoned and required to setvo 
SCUWARTZ and JACK LAST, plaintiff's 
“ attorneys, whose address is 225 west 34th Street, New York, 
@n answer to the complaint 

on or before 

and to file the motion or answer with 


this Court not later than the second business day there- 


will be 


emanded in the complaint. 
hareby motel fied that the trinl of the 


commenced by this Complaint has been set for 


ny] 


® Date of Issuance: 


Pebxrvary | e 397 


York at 9:30 


January 3, 1975 


Ae& 
5 at 90-04 lélst Strect, Jamaica, New 


o'clock in thea.m. noon. 


OW ARBERT pr --..— 


TOO: Wine 


CG. Albert Parente, Bankruptcy Judge 


—— 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


le ee en ee en ee | - - -X 
In the Matter 
In Proceedings for 
~of- An Arrangement 
No. 74 B 933 
TEE BOLACK CORPORATION, 
\ Debtor. 
--\-8e we = = «@ eeweeeweeewe we we = 4 
GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 
LOCAL £852, APFILIATED WITH THE COMPLAINT IN ADVERSARY 
INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF PROCEEDINGS TO DIRECT 
TEAMSTERS, CHAUFPEURS , WAREHOUSEMEN PAYMENT OF SEVERANCE 
AND HELPERS OF AMERICA, as PAY 
agent, 
Plaintiff, 
-against~ 


THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 


De fendant-Debtor. 


Plaintiff, GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, LOCAL 
#652, AFFILIATED WITH THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
TEAMSTERS, CHAUIFFEURS ,WARFHOUSEMEN AND HELPERS OF AMERICA, 
complaining of the defendant, by their attorneys, SIEGEL, 
SOMMERS & SCHWARTZ and JACK LAST, alleges as follows: 


AS *UD TOR A FIRST 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


1. That tne plaintiff GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S 
UNION ,LOCAL #652, AFFILIATED WITH THE INTERNATIONAL 
BROTHERHOOD OF “HAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS ,WAREROUSEMEN AND 
HELPERS OF AMERICA are a corporation organised and existing 


under the Laws of the State of New York. 


2. That on or about the 30th day of July, 1974 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION filed a petition for arrangenent 
under ait 322 of Chapter XI of the Bankruptcy Act. 


Zs “that pursuant to the order of this Court, 
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THE BOHACK CORPORATION has been operating as a Debtor~In- 
Possession. 

4. That on or about the 29th day of June, 1973 
the plaintiff, as agent for itself and all of the employees 
at that time or who hereafter may be employed by the company 
entered into an agreement with the defendant effective the 
16th day of June, 1973 under the terms of which the plain- 
tiff was recognized as the Union acting for in behalf of 
itself and the employces who were at that time and who 
hereafter might become employed by the defendant. 

5S. That pursuant to the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid agreement dated June 29, 1973 and effective 
June 16, 1973, it was specifically provided in Article xvII 
that where the employment of an employee was terminated by 
the employer, defendant, the defendant employer would grant 
a severance pay to said employee who had been employed for 
a period of two years or more at the rate of one week's 
wages for each year of employment. 

€. That J. AORIEN was employed by the defendant 
from the 10th day of May 1965 to and including the 13th day 
of December 1974 at which time the employment was terminated, 

7. The said J. ARRIEN was entitled to nine (9) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $2,037.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A SECOND 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


8. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


realleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

' 9. “That C. O'SHEA was employed by the defendant 
from the 20th day of May, 1965 to and including the 13th 
day of December, 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 
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10. The said C. O'SHEA was ontitled to nine (9) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,947.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRD 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


ll. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


realleges ¢ach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

12. That E. BELZ, SR. was employed by the 
defendant from the llth day of July 1966 to and including 
the 13th day of December 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

13. The said E. BFLZ, SR. was entitled to eight 
(8) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,779.20, 
no part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FOURTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


14. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 tireugh 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

15. That C. ANTONELLE was employed by the 
defendant from the 4th day of April 1967 to and including ‘ 
the 13th day of DecemLer 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

16. The said C. ANTONELLE was entitled to seven 
(7) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,556.80, 
no part of which has Leen paid although duly demanded. 


“AS AND FOR A FIPTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


17. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth horein. 

18. That T. BIDMEAD was employed by the defenémt 
from the 2nd day of August 1967 to and including the 
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13th dey cf December 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

19. The said T. BIDMEAD was entitled to seven 
(7) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,556.80, 
no part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A SIXTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


20. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

21. THAT F. CZECHOWIC” was employed by the 
a@cfendant from the 24th day of February 1969 to and 
including the Cth day of December 1974 at which time the 
employment was terminated. 

22. The said I, CZE7HOWICZ was entitled to five 
(5) weeks severance pay amountinc to the sum of $1,132.00, 
no part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A SEVENTH 
__CAUSE OF ACTION 


23. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

24. That R. CORMIER,JR. was employed by the 
defendant from the 26th day of May 1969 to and including 
the 6th day of December 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

25. The said R. CORMIER,JR. was entitled to five 
(5) weeks severance pa’ amounting to the sum of $1,962.00, 
no part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR AN EIGHTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


* ra 
26. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


A-13 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

27. That B. WEINSTEIN was employed by the 
defendant from the 17th day of June 1969 to and including 
the 6th day of December 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

28. The said B. WEINSTEIN was entitled to five 
(5) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,132.00, 
no part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A NINTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


29. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

30. That E. DIXON was employed by the defendant 
from the 23ré day of June 1969 to and including the ¢th day 
of December 1974 at which time the employment was terminated. 

31. The said F. DIXON was entitled to five (5) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $1,112,00, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


32. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
reslleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

33. That J. PARRIS was employed by the defcndant 
from the 19th day of January 1970 to and including the 
6th day of December 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

34. The said J. PARRIS was entitled to four (4) 


weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $905.60, no 


part of which’ has been paid although duly demanded. 
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AS AND FOR AN ELEVENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


35. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates an‘ 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

36. That A. LALOMIO was employed by the defendart 
from the 6th day of Pebruary 1970 to and including the 6th 
day of December 1974 at which time the employment vas 
terminated. 

37. The saic A. LALOMIO was entitled to four (4) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $905.60, no part 
of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWELFTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


38. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, .s if fully set forth herein. 

39. That J. HANDLER was employed by the defend- 
ant from the 15th day of Februa- 1970 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

40. The said J, HANDLER was entitled to four (4) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $889.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTEENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


41. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

42. That J. SHEENAN was employed by the defendant 
from the 17th day of September 1970 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 


— 
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43. The said J. SHEEHAN was entitled to four (4) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $865.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FOURTEENTH 
___ CAUSE OF ACTION 


44. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

45. That L. GRIPFIN was employed by the defendant 
from the 8th day of July 1970 to and including the 22n” day 
of November 1974 at which time the employment was terminated, 

46. The said L. GRIFFIN was entitled to four (4) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $905.60, no 
part of which has been paid « though duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIFTEENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


47. That the plaintirt repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein, 

48. That J. GANGI was employed by the defendant 
from the 2lst day of Septemb-r 1970 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

49. The said J. GANGI was "titled to four (4) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $865.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A SIXTEENTH 
. CAUSE OF ACTION 


50. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

51. That T. THOMPSON was employed by the defend- 
ant from the 20th day of October 1970 to and including the 
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22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

32. The said T, THOMPSON was entitled to four 
(4) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $889.60, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A SEVENTEENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


53. Thet the plaintifiz repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in Ganeueeshe 
i through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

54. That J. FLETCHER was employed by the defend- 
ant from the 28th day of October 1970 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

55. The said J, FLETCHER was entitled to four (@ 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $889.60, no part 
of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR AN EIGHTEENTH 
CAUSE CF ACTION 


56. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein, 

57. That FP. DELORENZO was employed by the 


, defendant from the 4th day of November 1970 to and including 


the 22ndday of November 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

58. The said P, DELORENZO was entitle‘ to four 
(4) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $865.60,no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A NINETEENTH 
, CAUSE OF ACTION 


59. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


! 


A-17 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 


66. That K. CHRISTENSIN was employed by the 
Gefendant from the 22nd day of March 1971 to and including 
the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

61. The said K. CHRISTENSEN was entitled to 


three (3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of 


$667.20, no part of which hae been paid although duly 
demanded. | 


AS AND FOR A TWENTIETH 
___CAUSE OF ACTION 


G2. That: the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

63. That E. GATO was employed by the defendant 
from the 10th day of May 1971 to and including the 22nd day 
of November 1974 at which time the employment was termin- 
ated. 

64. The said ©. GATO was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-FIRST 
CAUSE OF ACTION _ 


65. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realieges each and every aljeyation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

€6. That E. MILLER was employed by the defendant 
from the 12th day of May 1971 to and including the 22nd day 
of November 1974 at which time the employment was terminated. 

67. The said E, MILLER was entitled to three (3) 


weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


SOrRN NTS?TRICT OF NEW YORK 


A-18 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-SECOND 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


68. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 througn 5, as if fully set forth herzin 

69. That J. PORTER was employed by the defenda:t 
from the 12th day of July 1971 to and including the 22nd 
day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. : 

70. The said J. PORTER was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY~-TEIRD 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


71. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
reaileges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

72. That J. GOEDEL was employed by the defendant 
from the 14th day of July 1971 to and including the 22nd 
day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated, 

73. The said J. GOEDEL was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid althongh duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-FOURTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


74. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

75. That M. ZUCCARO was employed by tie defendant ! 
from the “l4th“day of July 1971 to and including the 22nd 
day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 
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76. The saic M, ZUCCARO was entitled to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20,no 
part of which has been paid although Guly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-FIPTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


77. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges eacn and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

78. That G. WRIGHT was employed by the defendant 
from the 10th day of August 1571 to and including the 2znd 
day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

79. The said G. WRIGHT was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-SIXTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


80. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

81. That J. HENDRICKS was employed by the defend- 
ant from the 12th day of August 1971 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

62. The said J. HENDRICKS was entitied to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $649.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-SEVENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


63. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


realleges eacK and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 
64. That F. JOYCE was employed by the defendant 


A-20 


from the 7th day of September 1971 to and including the 
| 22ndday of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

85. The said F. JOYCE was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-EIGHTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


86. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

87. That E. MENZEL was employed by the defendant 
from the 8th day of September 1971 to and ineluding the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

88. The said E. MENZEL was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A TWENTY-NINTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


89. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

90. That FP. SPOERING,JR. was employed by the 
‘defendant from the 8th day of September 1971 to and includ- 
ing the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employ- 
ment was terminated. - 

91. The said F, SPOERING,JR. was entitled to 
three (3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of 
$667.20, no pagt of which has been paid although duly 
demanded. 


. AS AND FOR A THIRTIETH 
CAUSE OF ACTION __ 


92. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
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realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through ©, as if fully set forth herein. 

93. That R. LIMMER was employed by the defendant 
from the 9th day of September 1971 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

94. The said R. LIMMER was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-FIRST 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


95. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

96. That J. THOMAS was employed by the defendant 
from the 14th day of September 1971 to and including the 
22ndday of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

97. The said J. THOMAS was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-SECOND 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


98. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

99, That J. WHITEHURST was employed by the 
defendant from the 14th day of September 1971 to and 
including the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the 


~ 


employment was terminated. 


a 


100. The said J. WHITEHURST was entitled to three 


( (3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 


axt of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-THIRD 
CAUSE OF ACTION __ 


101. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


ealleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


-- 


through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

102. That W. SCHUMACHER was employed by the 
fefenaant from the 15th day of September 1971 to and 
including the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the 
enployment was terminated. 

103. The said W. SCHUMACHER was entitled to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $649.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-FOURTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


104, That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
lleges each and every allegation contained in paragacphs 
through 5, as if fully set paren herein. 

105. That M. BARRY was employed by the defendant 
from the 20th day of September 1971 to and including the 
«end day Of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

106. The said M, BARRY was entitled to three {3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the eum of $679.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS ANID FOR A THIRTY-FIFTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


107. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

'108/ That J. WILSON was employed by the cefend- 


ant from the 2lst day of September 1971 to and including 


ge aa PY Ue oe 
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e 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment 


cerminated. 
109. The saic J. WILSON was entitled to three 
eeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
£ which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIR®Y-SIXTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


110. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
eges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 
lll. That Ii. AKLIN was employed by the defendant 
» i4th day of September 1971 to and including the 
{ dsy of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
neted. 
112, The said H. AKLIN was entitled to three (3) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-SEVENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


113. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


i through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 


114. That R. HAGENBURG was employed by the 
cGefendant from the 21st day of September 1971 to and 
including the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the 
employment was terminated. 

115. The said R. HAGE:*JIRG was entitled to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $667.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-EIGHTH 
# CAUSE OF ACTION 


116. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and | 
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realleges cach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
) through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

117. That J. HOWELL was employed by the defend- 
at from the 29th day of September 1971 to and including 
the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

116. The said J. HOWELL was entitled to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 

of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A THIRTY-NINTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


119. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
reaileges each and every allegation contal:.cd in paragraphs 

through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

120. That J. SWENNFY was employed by the defend- 
1ut from the 4th day of October 1971 to and including the 
tind day of NOvember 1974 at which time the employment was 
texminated. 

121. The said J. SWENNEY was entitled to three 
(3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTIETH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


122. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

i123. That C. WELSH was employed by the defendant 
from the 18th day of Octobea 1971 to and including the 22nd 
day of November 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 


a 


124. The said C. WELSH was entitled to three (3) 
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weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $679.20, no 


part ef which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-FIRST 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


125. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 
126. That N. CARMAN,JR. was employed by the 
ndant from the 18th day of October 1971 to and including 
the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employment 
is terminated. 
127. The said N. CARMAN,JR. was entitled to 
three (3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of 
(49.20, no part of which has been paid although duly 
demanded, 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-SECOND 
‘ CAUSE OF ACTION 


128. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 


129. That R. COMPITELLO was employed by the 


defendant from the 19th day of October 1971 te and includ- 


ing the 22nd day of November 1974 at which time the employ- . 


ment was terminated. 


130. The said R. COMPITELLO was entitled to 


three (3) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of 


$649.20, no part of which has been paid although duly 


demanded, 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-THIRD 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


132. That she plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs |! 


\ 
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1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

132. That C. SHEEHAN was employed by the defend- 
ant from the 29th day of November 1971 to and including the 
22nd day of November 1974 at Wich time the employment was 
terminated. 

133. The said C. SHEEHAN was entitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $432.80, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A PORTY-POURTH 
___ CAUSE OF ACTION 


134. That the plaintifz repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein, 

135. That J. FREESE was employed by the defend- 
at from the 6th day of March 1972 to and including the 
27th day of September 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated, 

136. The said J, FREESE was entitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $4°4.80, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-FIFTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


137. That the plaintiff sspeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation vontained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

138. That E. RIZZO was employed by the defendant 
from the 8th day of March 1972 to and including the 27th 
day of September 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

- 139, The said E. RIZZO was entitled to two (2) 


weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $432.80, no 
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part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY~SIXTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


140. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates 64 
reslleges each and every allegation contained in paragrapur 

cnrough 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

141. That M, GILBERG was employed by the defend- 
nt from the 20th day of March 1972 to and including the 
‘Ith day of September 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

142. The said M. GILBERG was entitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $444.30, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-SEVENTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


143. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
xr. illeges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

144, That J. BALSAMO was employed by the defend-- 
ant from the 5th day of April 1972 to and including the 
27th day of September 1974 at which time the employment was 
terminated. 

145. The said J. BALSAMO was entitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $452.80, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-EIGHTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


146. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

147. That W. CALISE,JR. was employed by the 


/ af 
defendant from the 24th day of April 1972 to and including 


A-28 


the 27th day of September 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

148. The said W. CALISE,JR. was entitled to two 
(2) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $432.89, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FORTY-NINTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


149. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

150. That G. PLOCK was employed by the defendant 
from the 6th day of April 1972 to and including the 8th day 
of November 1974 at which time the employment was terminatei. 

151. The said G. PLOCK was entitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $484.80, no 
part of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIFTIETH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


152. ‘That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and evr.v allegation contained in paragraphs 
1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

153. That G. NICI was employed by the defendant 
from the 22nd day of May 1972 to and including the 27th day 

| Of September 1974 at which time the employment was termin- 
ated. 7 


154. The said G. NICI was entitled to two (2) 
i} 


weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $452.80, no 
) Part of which has been paid although duly demande. 


if AS AND FOR A PIFTY-FIRST 
" CAUSE OF ACTION 


‘155, That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 


|| realleges each and every allegatiua contained in paragraphs 


‘ 


>i 
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rough 5, as if fully set forth hercin. 
ist. What P. CULDE was employeé by the cefendant 
the 22ad day of May 1972 to and including the 27th cay 


ceptember 1974 at which time tie employment was tcrmin- 


1537. The said R. CULLEN was entitled to two (2) 
severance pay anounting to the sum of £432.80, no 
wrieh nas bhecn paie although duly cemandec. 


AS AND FOR A FIFTY-SECOND 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


158. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
Lcgaes each and every alleaation contained in paragraphs 
urough 5, as if fully set forth herein. 
159. That J. KULL was employed by the acfendant 
the 14th day of June 1972 to and including the 27th 
ay cf September 1974 at which time the employment was 
orminated. 
1G. The said J. KULL was cntitled to two (2) 
weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of $432.80, no 


it of which has been paid although culy demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIPTY-THIRD 
CAUSE _OF_ ACTION 


161. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates anc 
reallages each and every allegation containeée in paragraphs 
i tnrougi 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

162. That G. LUCAS was employed by the aefendant 
(rom the 26th day of June 1972 to anda including the 27th day 
of September 1974 at which time the employment was termin- 


atca,. 


163. The said G, LUCAS was entitled to two (2) 


weeks severarfice pay amounting to the sum of $432.80, no 
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..t of wiich has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIFTY-FPOURTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


164, That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
-alleges wach and every allegation contained in paragraphs 
through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 
165. That F. MOCCIA was employed by the defend- 
t from the 26th day of June 1972 to and including the 
loth day of August 1974 at which time the employment was 
minated. 
166. ‘The said F, AOCCIA was entitled to two (2) 
ecks severance pay amounting to the sum of $424.80, no 
ict of which has been paid although duly demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIPTY-FIFTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


167. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
.calleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 

threigh 5, as if fully set forth herein. 

168. That M. KRUMMENACKER was employed by the 
defendant from the llth day of July 1972 to and including 
the 16th day of August 1974 at which time the employment 
was terminated. 

169. The said M; KRUMMENACKER was entitled to 
two (2) weeks severance pay amounting to the sum of 
$424.80, no part of which has been paid although duly 
demanded. 


AS AND FOR A FIFTY-SIXTH 
CAUSE OF ACTION 


170. That the plaintiff repeats, reiterates and 
realleges each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


1 through 5, as if fully set forth herein. 


*” 
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1. That S. WEGRZYN was employed by the de fend- 


she l7th day of July 1972 to and including the 16th { 
j 
ast 1974 at which time the employment was ' 
' 
i 


ile 


172. The said S. WEGR2YN was entitled to two (2) 
exance pay amounting to the sum of $452.80, no 
waich has been paid although duly cemanded, 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands and prays for a 


requiring the debtor to pay to the plaintiff as 


meen Ee SS 


- the aforesaid employees the sum of $43,526.49 
uch other and further relief as to the Court may 
. and proper, together with the costs and disburse- 


this action. 
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isED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SSERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


In the Matter 
In Proceedings for 


-of- An Arrangement 
No. 74 B 933 


Tuk BOHACK CORPORATION, 


Debtor. 


NERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 

‘AL #852, AFFILIATED WITH THE 
INTE PNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
TLAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS ,WAREHOUSEMEN 
AND HELPERS OF AMERICA, as 

gent, 


AFFIDAVIT 
Plaintiff, 
~against- 
:dE BOHACK CORPORATION, 
Defendant-Debtor. 


ee 


STATE OF NEW YOPK: 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: SS: 


LEONARD SCHWARTZ, being duly sworn, deposes and 


l. That he practices under the firm name ot 
SIEGEL, SOMMERS & SCHWARTZ, one of the attorneys for the 


plaintiff herein. 

2. That he has read the foregoing complaint. 

3. That the statements made therein are true to 
the best of his knowledge and belief. 

4. That the basis of his belief is the records 


of the plaintiff and the statements made to him by the 


representatives of the plaintiff Union. 


' ra 
Sworn to before me this ; 


30th day of December, 1974. 


JANIS A BCLANER ; 
NOTARY Peli, Suaie o New (ors 
Ne. @)b45 19170 


Quatad wi Gueeis ‘ounly ” 
. uh 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


In Proceedings for 


In the Matter 
an Arrangement 


of 
No. 74 B 933 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 


Debtor. 


GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 
LOCAL # 852, AFFILIATED WITH 

‘(HE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD 

OF TEAMSTER, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN 
AND HELPERS OF AMERICA, as agent, 


Plaintiff, 
-against- 


‘HE BOHACK CORPORATION, 


Defendant, Debtor. 


WHEREAS, the plaintiff has instituted an action on 


behalf of fifty-six (56) employees against the defendant to 


cover certain sums of money arising out of severance pay as 


10 administration expense claim, and 


WHEREAS, the defendant has submitted an order to show 
cause for the consideration of this Court returnable on the 
28th day of January, 1975 to permit the Debtor In Possession to 


reject the unexpired collective bargaining agreement, dated June 


29, 1973, and Mee 


WHEREAS, the Debtor In Possession has made an application,, 


bs ; 
we 


for an order to show cause to enjoin and restrain the plaintiff 


from picketifg any of the premises of the Debtor In Posséssion, ' 


7 . - 
~ 


and 


Aw 34 


WHEREAS, the parties have entered into negotiations for 
a settlement of their disputes and have arrived at a mutually 
satisfactory agreement subject to the order of this Court. 

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED by and between the plaintiff and 
the defendant-debtor as follows: 

1. The defendant-debtor does hereby agree to pay to the 
plaintiff as disbursing agent for all the employees referred to. 
in the complaint and to all other employees of the defendant- 
debtor who are members of the plaintiff union and to whom 
severance pay is now due or may become due on their severance by 
the defendant-debtor the full amount of their severance pay, 
as defined in the agreement between the plaintiff and the 
meena Gaenad £0 have bean vested “duiing the Gtaptel Ht Ph gged- 

Five (5) days severance pay/shall be paid wichin two 
weeks from the dave of this agreement; fiftecn (15%), per cent 
of the balance shall be paid on or before the date of the 
confirmation of a plan of arrangement in this proceeding and the 
balance shall be paid in installment payments over a period of 
five (5) years at the same time as payments shall become 
payable to the general unsecured creditors. a 

2. It is further understood and agreed by and 
between the parties hereto that in the event that the general 
unsecured creditors shall receive more than fifteen (15%) per 
cent at the time of confixmation of the plan of arrangement, that 
then and in that event, the payment to the plaintiff shall be 
increased to the same per cent being paid to the general unsecured 


éreditors, 
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3. It is further understood and agreed by and between 
the parties hereto that in the event that the general unsecured 
creditors shall be paid in a period shorter than five (5) 
years, that then and in that event, the oeriod of time of 
payment to the plaintiff shall be reduced to the same period of 
time as the payments to the general unsecured creditors. 

4. It is further understood and agreed by and between 
the parties hereto that a stipulated set of facts will be ° 
prepared by the parties on the plaintiff's complaint and that the 
matter will be submitted to this Court for Conclusion of Law and 
Judgment. 

5. The defendant-debtor does hereby reserve to itself 
the right of appeal of an adverse decision on the plaintiff's 
complaint. However, the parties agree that the down payment and 
the 15% payment due on confirmation of the plan of arrangement 
shall vest and become unconditionally due to the plaintiff in the 
event that a final appeal is not determined prior to confirmation. 

6. The plaintiff does hereby agree to instruct its 
members to refrain from picketing any of the premises of the de- 
fendant-debtor. 


7. This agreement is subject to the order of this Court. 


Dated: Jamaica, New York 
January 22, 1975. 
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le] ORDER APPROVING AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
BOHACK CORPORATION AND GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN 'S 
UNION, LOCAL NO. 852 


OS 


jpon the annexed stipulation dated the 22nd day of 
January, 1975 entered into by and between the BOHACK 
2APION Debtor-In-Possession and upon the subjoined 
sonsent of the Creditors Committee and upon the informal 
heaving held before Bankruptcy Judge C. Albert Parente 
on . 22nd day of January, 1975, and it appearing that 
the entry of said Agreement is proper and in the best 
+ of the estate, it is, on motion of SEAM & LEVINE 
(.UMBERG, SINGER, ROSS, GOTTESMAN & GORDON, attorneys 
debtor-in-possession 
ORDERED, that THE BOHACK CORPORATION, Debtor-In- 
ession, be and it hereby is authorized to enter into 
he Agreement with GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, LOCAL 
NO. 352, AFFILIATED WITH THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD 
OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN AND HELPERS OF 
AMERICA, as agent which is annexed hereto and made a 
part hereof. 


Dated: Jamaica, New York 
February 13, 1975. 


[Sgd] C. Albert Parente 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGE 
APPROVED 
OFFICIAL CREDITORS COMMITTEE 


BY: [Sgd] 
Attorney on behalf of 
Otterbourg, Steindler, Houston & Rosen, P.C. 
and Finkel, Nadler & Goldstein 
Co-counsel to Creditors’ Committee 


SLi , DISTRICT COURT 
TERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


» Matter In Proceedings for an 


Arrangement 
No. 748933 


REHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 
LA AFFILIATED WITH THE 
NTER ONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
[TEAMSTERS , CHAUFFEURS , WAREHOUSEMEN 
SND HELVERS OF AMERICA, as agent, 


Plaintiff, ANSWER 
against- 
ORPORATION, 
Pefendant-Debtor. 


ace eres a enenneaenenaonae2 2 2eeee2e x i 


The defendant, by its attorneys, BLUMBERG, SINGER, ROSS, 


rESMAN & GORDON, ESQS., and J. STANLEY SHAW, attorneys for 


jebtor*in-Possession, answer the complaint as follows: 


1. Deny each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 


2 


accrued severance pay from the commencement of tt ir employment 


| in the amounts so stated. 


AS AND FOR AN AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


9. Plaintiff is entitled to judgment in the approximate 


amount of $52,513.10 which represents severance pay that has 


_ 
a 


ers ry a Py ‘ SE Pe, are ee oe 3 
- ‘ j ov “ 3 Kee das ~ ib BH A a ad et: 


| 
} 
| 
through "172", except admit that the employees listed therein 
‘ 
\ 
| 
| 
} 


ee 


New wes! 
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since the filing of the petition on July 30, 1974, for 
plaintiff and others similarly situated. 


The balance of the severance pay sued for which 


ocior to July 30, 1974, is not due plaintiff or others 
similarly situated inasmuch as they stand in the shoes of general 
lungecured creditors of the debtor and are not entitled to a prefer- 


ijence with respect to such class of creditors. 


WHEREFORE, defendant demands judgment dismissing the : 
aplaint insofar as it seeks relief over and above the 
$52 613.10 and defendant further asks that the Court grant such 
» and further relief as to the Court may seem just and | 
pated: February 15, 1975 
New York, N.Y. Yours, etc. ; 
BLUMBERG, SINGER, ROSS, | 


GOTTESMAN & GORDON, ESQS. 


and 


J. STANLEY SHAW, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Office & P.O. Address 
770 Lexington Avenue 
New Yark, N.Y. 10021 


By G 
{; J. S nley Shaw 
| ‘\ 
|| TO: SIEGEL, SOMMERS & SCHWARTZ , ? 
and 
JACK LAST 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 
225 West 34th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10001 


} 
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UNITED STATES District COURT (Vv 
KASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK ij J\ 
BROOKLYN, NEW YORK 11201 ~ Je 
A\\ ” 
f 
4) 
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April 28, 1975 


Shaw & Levine, Esqs. 
770 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 


Re: The Bohack Corp., Debtor 
Docket No. 74 B 933 


General Warehousemen's Union - Local 852 


Gentlemen: 


I have your letter of April 22nd, advising 
ne that your understanding of Judge Parente's order 
was that the order was binding on all the warehouse- 
men who were severed subsequent to the filing of the 
petition and that the amount the Debtor should pay 
is the sum of $607,511.60 in lieu of the amount of 
$43,526.49. I have Mr. Schwartz’ letter confirming 
that understanding. However, there is nothing in 
the record that indicates that this order involves 
any more than "the composite amount of $43,526.49 
as and for severance pay accrued in behalf of former 
warehouse employees of the Defendant." 


You may, if you wish, enter into a formal 
stipulation agreeing that the decision is binding 
as to all the warehousemen similarly situated. I 
will thereupon incorporate the stipulation in a 
footnote to the order already made. It can then be 
presented to the Court of Appeals in that form. 


Very truly yours, 


COB MISHLER 
Chief Judge 


cc: Leonard Schwartz, Esq. 


ae 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


In the Matter of 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 
Debtor 


GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, 
LOCAL #852, AFFILIATED WITH THE 


| INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
| TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN 
. AND HELPERS OF AMERICA, as agent, 


Plaintift 


| THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 


| Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, as 


Plaintiff, General Warehousemen's Union 


Local #852, Affiliated with the International Brotherhood of 


agent, instituted a suit against the Defendant, The Bohack 


, Corporation, seeking judgment in the composite amount 


| of $43,526.49 as and for severance pay accrued in behalf of 


| former warehouse employees of the Defendant. 


Thereafter, and on the 22nd day of January, 
1975, in the course of an informal hearing on Defendant's appli- 
cation for a temporary injunction, the parties hereto entered 
into a stipulation providing for the payment of the aforesaid 
severance pay. The Defendant, however, reserved its right to 
appeal as to the propriety of the Court's declared intention to 


adhere to the decision rendered by the Circuit Court of Appeals 


Bankruptcy No. 74-B-933 


BOHACK, #74-B-$33 


che matter of Straus-Du Parquet, Inc. v. Local Union #3, Inter- 


national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, A.F. of L., C.1.0., 
386 Fed 2d 649, wherein the Court held that severance pay con- 


stitutes an adu? istration claim. 


Constant with the foregoing, it is ORDERED, 
ADJUDGED and DECREED that the claim for severance pay herein is 
ieemed an expense of administration and that the Plaintiff have 


igment therefor, pursuant to the provisions of the stipulation 


os oresaid. 
Sa eee ae 
AE [Mi Wc 
C. ALBERT PARENTE 
set Bankruptcy Judge 


of 
Dated: ( February 20, 1975” 
Jamaica, N- 


Copy to: BLUMBERG, SINGER, ROSS, GOTTESMAN & GORDON, Esqs. 
Attorneys for Debtor 
245 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10017 


4 SIEGEL, SOMMERS & SCHWARTZ, Esqs. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
225 West 34th Street 
~New York, N.Y. 10001 


SHAW & LEVINE, Esqs. 
Co-Attorneys for Debtor 
770 Lexington Avenue 

| New York, N.Y. 10083 


z 2 @& « @ 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
S&STERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


aa ren 2 ee a a ee ae ee em ee ree ee ee ree K 
In the Matter of eens age mB OATY MK). 
74 B 9333 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 
Debtor 
= ee - oe ee ee ee we ew we we X 
GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION, LOCAL #852, STIPULATION 
AFPPILIATED WITH THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD 
OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN AND 3 
RELPERS OF AMERICa, as agent, 
Plaintiff-Appellee 
Vv. 
3 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
wo Oe wena maaan se ee 


IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by and between the attorneys 
‘or The Bohack Corporation, Debtor-in-Possession and General 
arehousemen's Union Local #852 that the order and decision of 
the Hon. C. Albert Parente, Bankruptcy Judge entered on or about 
February 20, 1975, with respect to the payment of severance pay 
as an administration claim shall be binding with respect to all 
members of the Union situated similarly to those members of the 
Union in behalf of whom an action was brought for the sum of 
$43,526.49. 

IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that the amount 


due from the Debtor-in-Possession to those persons similarly 


-.A=43 
aituated, including those in whose behalf the action was brought, 
is $607,511.60. 
IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that any appeals 
from such order of Judge Parente shall be considered to cover 
all members of the Union similarly situated whether or not suit 


was brought in their behalf, and that the amount in question 


shall be deemed to be §607,511.60. 


pated: Wew York, N. Y. 
April 29, 1975 


i) 
ee 
\ / 


f 


STANLY 


ij 


at 


The Bohack 
Corporation, Debtor-in- 
Possession 


LEONARD SCHWARTZ, 
Attorney for General Warehouse- 
men's Union, Local #852 


o2= 


rae : —_ wd 
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UNITED STATES DTSTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


74 B 933 
In the Matter 


of 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 


Debtor. 


-2---e= e eee ee eee ee Memorandum of Decisiun 


GENERAL WAREHOUSEMEN'S UNION 
LOCAL #852, AFFILIATED WITH 
THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD 
OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, 
WAREHOUSEMEN AND HELPERS OF 
AMERICA, as agent, 


Plaintiff-Respondent, 
2gainst- 
THE BOHACK CORPORATION, 
Defendant-Appellant. 


April 21, 1975 


Appeal from the order made and entered by the 
Honorable C. Albert Parente, Bankruptcy Judge, on 


February 20, 1975, in favor of General Warehousemen's Union 
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Local #852, etc. laintiff-respondent, directing The 
> » P p ’ 


Bohack Corporation, debtor, to pay the sum of $43,526.49 
* 


aS an @xpense of at-i.ni+cration. 
fhe order «4. affirmed, 
ona ee POY SA ae 


| to 


+. 


see 28, 1975 - By stipulation dated April 29, 1975, 
the parties agree that the final determination in 
this proceeding shall bind all members of the Union 
Similarly situated, and in the event the Union pre- 

vails the total amount due the class from the debtor 


in possession is in the sum of $607,511.60. 


mo Sens @ sus ae 
5 And se Cie AY YORK ) 
Gs 


MES th reteghe OND ‘ 


COUNTY OF RICHM 


si cmabaiailie: etbiith apis dont oe 
ROUERT BAILGY, being duly awora, depuare and saya, that depaxwet ia mol s 
speed wer | oie, 2 ¥. o 
mised ¢ £1 Z5% Wichmeand Avaric, 


party te tie ection, & aver 1S years of age my p E 
Soar off 7 1. a - 
~ day of / » (975 Concamat 


ry 


ates: bulmsad, Wi. ¥ . £0502, That ua the 
served (ha withded Bapparae j 
attonrye(s) fo st, 
/ 
rT 
y 


fe a 7 
a ttcs action, ef 


the address(es) designated by eaia ettoruey(s) for that purposes by depuriting 3 tric 
micloged im a poetpald properly addressed wrapper, in an offivial 


the exclusiva care end custady of the United States past office 


» York. 


copies of sxme 


depasitery under 
iepertment withia the State cf New 


eee red dete evebeseessersovvrrs 


ROBERT BAILEY 


Sworn to before this 
day of L wa « 1975, 


WHALAM BAILEY 
Notary Public, State of New York 
Mes, 493-013 2945 
Oualifind its Richmecred Canctty 
Commission Ps pines March 26, 1976 


